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Commentators divide sharply over the sourse the U. Sp should take 


reparding Cuba, wnere virtually 411 agres “a buildup of 
Russian infiuence® has served to “breaci! the Nonroe Doctrines 


Many applaud the President's resistence to cells for an inuediate 
U, So invasion of Cuba (cefo, He £6 Tines and Post, Co Se 
lionLtor, esho Star). "By moving in the direction he is now | 
sraveling, Mro Khrushchev may soon be putting both the doctrine 
and Mr, Kennedy to a severe test," the New York Herald Tribune 
declares; nevertheless, "it should be the President of the 

—Uj8o-enot the dictator of the Soviet Union--who snould decide 
wen to invoke the Monroe Dectrine and how to uphold 4% most 
effectivelyo" | | ee 


The Baltimore Sum welecmes the President's Tuesday statenent 
on Cuba as both "a warning to Castro and his Soviet masters" 
and "notice to hotheeds in this country that their demands for 
another pormantie adventure into Cuba will continue to go 
unneeded," unless such action becomes an urgent necessity. 
"Varaigshchey should know that the presidential patience over 
Guba is not inexhaustible,” suggests Chalmers Roberts (in 
Yash, Past)» | | . 


As Sen. Spariman (D-Ala.) leuds the Administration's "vetch 
and be caveful” course on Cuba as "the sight approach," Repo 
Pally (ReVash.) urges fellow Republicans to “bend over 
backward to be bipartisan” and support the President's 
prerogetive concerning Cuban policys 


Granted that developments in Cuba today are those the Honroe 
Deccrine “vas intended to prevent," declares tne Vashington 
Post, “what ought to be done about the Cuben crisis is not 
asplain,” Arthur Krock hoids swat President Kennedy cannot 
invoke the Doctrine “wlth the diplomatic consistency and 
immunity frem disaster" previous Execubives enjoyed; “his one 
and only test for compulsive action toward Cuba is whether 
the U, S, will be endangered otherwise” (in No Lo Times)o ὁ 

But δι number voice (ΕΣ eat impatience with U.S. “complacency” 

a peperding Guba ἰθοβος Us So Neus s World Report, No ζο News 
and farror, Henty J. Taylor, Republican Reps. Bell and 

Rousselot {califo), Cramer (Tia.)]. The U. S. has now 
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band by the Honroe Dortrine , 
ut it now musb “conrinca the 
it says." To Scripps:.dovward’s 
attitude merely “tenporizes 
require firm action.” | 


"“stroneiy impliea” that if wil 
the Vall Street Journal Btatess 
woria that it means exactly wh 

Vash ington Neus, the President’ 
«δὰ ἃ Situation which soon mus 


Some call for δνυκοῦ U. 5. intervention L Sate 3 Jolin S. Knight, 
Dem. Sens, Smathers ors’ (i'la. and | Shiemond. (3. G.)]. Others 
vould prefer "that not just the U. 80 unilaterally, but. 

SAS investigate and take any nenessary action" LeoBs 5. 
Renublican Sens o Wiley (Wis.) and Keating (ἢ. ¥.)JjJ. But, 
"failing this, the U. ὃς should act alone to clear the Soviet 

military apparatus from Castro Cuba a, come what might." William 

3, nite maintains : | 


several take strong 6 exce ction to. ‘the. use of our HATO alliest 
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ships. for the shivments "OF £06 SOCLE bo. ¢ Cura Vecze, Vash. Wes, 
Rep. llarsha (B-0. If we are unable to “call our 5... 165 


to account," ive could Veasily blacklist the shivouners,' 
the Mer York HYeraid Tribune proapases, 
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